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REMARKS 

In the August 1 1 . 2004 Office Action, all of the pending claims 1-15 were rejected. Qaim 
5 was rejected in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6.205,537 ( "Albonesr), presumabiy under 35 U,S.C. 
§1 02(e). Further, it appears that the Examiner has continued to reject claims 1-4 and 6-15 
under 35 U.S-C. §103(a) as unpatentable over Albonesi, in view of U.S. Pat. No. 4,907.148 
("Morton"). 

Claim 5 has been amended to redte that a plurality of control signals are used to enable 
a selected subset of cells in the MxN an^y. Support for this amendment can be found at page 4 
lines 6-1 1 , for example. 

Reconsideration of the application in view of the above amendments and the following 
remarks is respectfully requested. 

Applicants traverse the rejection of claim 5. 

Albonesi discloses a dynamically re configurable microprocessor having multiple 
processor elements that are arranged in a linear configuration, and each element is controlled 
using a single control signal (see FIG. 4). In contrast, amended claim 5 is directed to power 
saving in an M row by N column processor. Claim 5 recites the step of "masking an MxN array 
of processor cells using a plurality of control signals to enable a subset of cells." Albonesi does 
not disclose an MxN processor an^y or the masking of such an anray using a plurality of control 
signals to enable active cells and to disable inactive cells such that they do not consume power. 

For at least the above reasons, Albonesi does not anticipate the invention of claim 5 and 
withdrawal of the §102{e) rejection of claim 5 is respectfully requested. 

Applicants traverse ttie rejection Claims 1-4 and 6-15 over Albonesi in view of Morton. 

Regarding claim 1, the combination of Albonesi and Morton does not teach or suggest 
the step of "gating the row mask signal and column mask signal with a clock signal of each cell" 
as recited in claim 1. The Examiner has identified in Rg. 4, the elements 40 (Control Register), 
Trocessor Active", and "CLK." However, it is respectfully submitted that, as indicated by col. 4. 
lines 12-16, the "Processor Active" signal is in reality an output of AND gate 41, which in tum is 
determined by the data being shifted through Control Register 40 using, among other signals, 
the CLK signal. Thus, it is respectfully submitted that even if Albonesi were combined with 
Morton as asserted by the Examiner, at the very least, the gating step of claim 1 would not be 
met- Further, Morton teaches away from this limitation as evidenced by the an^y processor cell 
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shown in Morton's FIG. 4, which continues to receive and operate on at least one clock signal 
regardless of Its "active" or "Inactive" status. Also as mentioned above, Albonesi does not 
disclose an MxN processor array. Nor does Albonesi disclose the use of row and column mask 
signals. Consequently, Applicants submit that it would not have been obvious to use the dock 
signal of Albonesi to gate row and column mask signals that were not even contemplated by 
Albonesi. 

Furthermore, one skilled in the art would not be motivated to combine Albonesi and 
Morton, For example, the processor of Morton Is intended to overcome prior art processors 
where "only a single control bit per ceir is provided (Column 2. Lines 20-22). Albonesi, 
however, discloses such a processor architecture, I.e., one where each element is 
enabled/disabled with one control signal (see FIG. 4 of Albonesi). Accordingly, Morton teaches 
away from the control signal methodology of Albonesi and one skilled in the art would not be 
motivated to make the proposed combination. 

For at least the above reasons, claim 1 , and claims 2-4, which ultimately depend from 
claim 1, are patentable over Albonesi in view of Morton, and the Examiner's indication to that 
end is respectfully requested. 

Regarding claim 6, it is respectfully submitted that the combination of Albonesi and 
Morton does not teach or suggest *a clock circuit, connected to supply each cell with a clock 
signal, each dock signal being gated with the row mask signal and column mask signal" as 
recited in claim 6. As indicated for control register 40 in Fig. 4 by col, 7, lines 51-55, of Morton, 
the clock signal participates in the entering of data into control register 40 from the right or left. 
See, coL 7, lines 55-58. Thus, even if Albonesi and Morton were combined as asserted by the 
Examiner, the combination cannot be said to operate as in daim 6 where a clock signal that is 
supplied to each cell, is gated with the row mask signal and column mask signal. 

For at least the above reasons, daim 6, and daims 7-10, which ultimately depend from 
daim 6, are patentable over Albonesi in view of Morton, and the Examiner's indication to that 
end is respectfully requested. 

Regarding daim 1 1 , the combination of Albonesi and Morton does not teach or suggest 
eadi and every daim limitation. For the reasons discussed above in connection wifri claim 1, 
the combination does not teach or suggest 'a clock for providing a clock signal, the dodc signal 
being gated with the mask signal" as redted in daim 11. In addition, for the reasons discussed 

Page 6 of 7 

SF\310B507.1 
. 2102206-165199 

PA(JE 10/11 ' RCVD AT 2/11/2005 10:13:49 PM [Eastern Standard fimel ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/0 ' mmmi ' CSID:415 836 2501 ' DURATION (inm-ss):03-34 



0^/11/2005 19:14 FAI 415 836 2501 



DLAPRGC US LLP 



BlOll 



In re Application of Ming-Mau Lee 

Serial No.: 09/776,981 Rled: Fobruary 5, 2001 

Reply to Office Acdon mailed August 1 1 . 2004 

above in connection with daim 1, one skilled in the art would not be motivated to combine 
Albone$i and Morton. 

For at least the above reasons, claim 11. and claims 12-15. which variously depend from 
claim 1 1 , are not unpatentable over Albonesi in view of Morton. Therefore, Applicants request 
the withdrawal of the § 103(a) rejection of those claims. 

The Commissioner is hereby authori2:ed to charge any fees that may be associated with 
this communication to Deposit Account No. 07-1896 . 

Respectfully submitted, 

DLA Piper Rudnick Gray Gary US LLP 



Dated: 



By. 



Andrew V. Smith 
Reg, No. 43,132 
Attorney for Applicant 



DLA Piper Rudnick Gray Gary US LLP 
153 Townsend Street Suite 800 
San Francisco, CA 94107 
Telephone: 415-836-2522 
Facsimile: 41 5-836-2501 

Customer No.: 29585 
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